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shall see, has been propounded in England for many years.
D'Argentre", on the other hand, was essentially territorially-
minded. He supported, not the autonomy of the parties, but the
autonomy of the provinces.1 He placed exaggerated emphasis
upon the real statute, and although he admitted the existence of
a third class, the mixed statute, i.e. one concerning both persons
and things, he affirmed that it must be regarded as real. After
saying that a law obtaining in the country of domicil and relat-
ing to the condition or quality of a person is a personal statute
and must therefore be recognized in other countries (e.g. a rule
which fixes the age of majority), he points out that some laws,
although their operation appears to be confined to persons,
have in reality a close connexion with property. He gives as
an example a law which permits a bastard to be legitimated.
At first sight the object of this is to confer family rights upon
the child, but in truth it is something more than a personal
law, since it carries the right of succession to the paternal
property.
In the seventeenth century the Dutch jurists were chiefly The statute
responsible for the further development of the statute theory. £«My .in
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Their fundamental principle was the exclusive sovereignty or
the State. The United Netherlands consisted of a number of
provinces, each with its own system of law, so that the same
need arose for some body of doctrine which would enable
conflicts between opposing laws to be resolved. The chief
writers were Burgundus (i586-1649), Rodenburg (i 618-68),
Paul Voet (i 619-77), Huber (i 636-94), and John Voet (i 647-
1714).
Huber deserves particular notice if only for the influence uiric
that he has exercised upon the development of private inter- Hubcr
national law both in England and in North America. This
eminent jurist laid down the following three maxims, from
which he considered a sufficiently comprehensive system for
the reconciliation of conflicting laws could be evolved.
 (a)	The laws of a State have force only within the territorial limits of
its sovereignty.
 (b)	All persons who, whether permanently or temporarily, are found
within the territory of a sovereign are deemed to be his subjects
and as such are bound by his laws.
 (c)	By reason of comity, however, every sovereign admits that a law
which has already operated in the country of its origin shall retain
1 Kuhn, op. cit.» p. 10. For a fuller account of him see Beale, pp. 1895-8.

